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Johns-Manville, Waukegan, Illinois (05IL016)
Comment #

63 Letter and Attachments from Schiff, Hardin and
Waite, Attorneys for Johns-Manville to R.H. Wyer,
USEPA. 37 + about 70 pages. 2/28/83.



Johns-Manville, Waukegan, Illinois (05IL016)
Sulletized Smcnary of Comments
Technical

Likewise,"the asbestos which is disposed in conformity with N_is not likely t^p migrate .out of-cpntainment to surface water. y

3 • The air-sampling and analysis procedures are challeng'ealfcanavvit'4is<'~"'1-L w^noted that no data was included with HRS to indicate that the air
samples were significantly above background.

*e\'• Toxicity is scored "3" instead of "2". tK«--t-w-G>rrtcf. . S^-v (L^.^/ ~J set- 3
'

j- • Containaeat is in accordance with NISHAP. T^. 'A "<-5 ^ c * <^ *»\ er »̂>-vv^^^A~^ \ <;
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Policy
Zven if the site is not eliminated from the NPL because of improper
scoring, it should be eliminated because it is operated in conformityto NZSHAP.
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Facility nzme:.

Lcca'Jon: —— l/fn. iv kr a AX\ . 3T/N H
Er A Region:.

Perscn(s) in charge of the fzcilKy: A/5r>yi

r v > a rK Date:.
General description ojAhe facility: - -. \J • ' '
(Per example: lancTUI, surface impoundment, pile, container: types of hazarcous substances; location of the
facility; contamination route of major concern; typae of information neeoed tor rating; agency action, etc.)

\i \\\
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Scor«: Ki. I

FIGURE 1
KRS COVER SHEET



Srj'jno Water .route Work Sheet

faring factor Assigned Value
(Circle One)

Muiti-
olier " "

Max.
Score

Sef .
(Section)

Li.' Observed =eiease -5

if observec release is jiven a score of 45, proceed to line |T|
If observec release is given a score of 0. proceed to line [T].
Route Characteristics

Depth to Aquifer of
Concern

Net Precipitation
. Permeability of the

Unsaturated Zone
- Physical State

0 1 2 (3)
0 (j) 2 3
0 1 2 (§)
0 1 (2) 3

'
3
•?

Total Route Characteristics Score 15

3.2

Containment 0 1 2 3.3

Waste Characteristics
Toxicity/ Persistence
Hazardous Waste
Quantity

0 3 6 9 1 2 15 1
0 1 7 3 4 5 6 7 ¥ 1

18
8

3.4

Total Waste Characteristics Score 26

Tercets '
Ground Water Use
Distance to NearestWell /PopulationServed ..

Q> 2 3
* 6 8 1012 16 JB 2024 30 32 35 40

3
1

3
Q

9
*0

3.5

Total Targets Score 49
If line } is 45, multiply x x

If line • Q] is 0. multiply [|] x J3] x [I] x [JQ 57,330

Divide line |6| by 57,330 and multiply by 100 S gw- ^.90

FIGURE 2 r

GROUND WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET



" Surface Water Route WorK Sheet

=s;in; Factor

HI Observed Release

-... . . . . _ . . _ Assigned X'alue | Muiti- ....
(Circle One) j piier bcore

"(fe 45 1 | o
-Max.
Score

45

Ref. I
'.Section) j

4.1

If observed release is given a vaiue of 45. proceed tc line Q-
if observed release is given a value of 0. proceed to line [2].

^ .route Characteristics <-2
facility Slope andTerrain Intervening (9) 1 2 3 1 O 3
1-yr. 24-.V. Rainfall 0 1 Q Z " "" 1 2. 3

> Distance to Nearest Surface 0 1 2 © 2 <o 6Water
Physical State

• -

lU Containment ~ "r •""

0 1 Q) 3 1 ^ 3

Total Route Characteristics Score ; A

0 •?"§ 3 1 2-

15

3 4.3

H3 Waste Characteristics • - 4.4
Toxicity/ Persistence 0 3 6 9 1215® 1 ' . ' * 18 .
Hazardous Waste
Quantity " r

• • ' • • - - - - . - . .
J - • " *_-_

H! Targets ; '

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7(2) 1 ^ 8-
" " ' ' ' • • : :

. . . . . . . . . . .-— . . - - - . - . . . - - — . . - . . . -

Total Waste Characteristics Score . 2,6,
. . . . , — . . . _ . .

i

26

4.5
Surface Water Use 0 1 (?) 3 3 *=> 9
Distance to a Sensitive 0 1 2 Q) 2 b 6Environment f=?
Population Served/Distance 1 (By -4 6 8 10 1 (N 40to Water Intake 1 IT 16 18 20Downstream ) 24 30 32 35 40

Total Targets Score 1 "Y

JT] If line Q '* 45, multiply UJ x H x S
If line Q] isO, muttiply \j$ x [3] x 0 x (sj .. fciVO

iZj Divide line [¥] by

55

64.350

54.350 and multiply by 100 " .. - . Ssw - ^ .7O "

" • - • • . " F IGURE? . - '
SURFACE WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET



Air r.oute Worx S" = 5'.

-_ . ; Assignee vaiue .v.ui.i-natinsrtttor . j (Circle One) \ plier

LLI Observed Feiease 0 (?*) 1

Score ,.lcX.
Sccre

-s
•.Section)

• 5. 1

Date ana Location: Oj9Wivx<L , jfYu"d.V~b.

Sampling Protocol:

If line fT] is 0. the S% • 0. Enter on line |T|
II line [T] is ^5, then proceed to line 0 .
Waste Characteristics
Reactivity andincompatibility
Toxictty
Hazardous Wast*Quantity. .

(o) 1 2 3 o

0 1 2 3 ^ 5 6

5.2

Total Waste Characteristics Score / 7 20

Targets
Population Within
4-Mile Radius
Distance to Sensitive
Environment
Land Use • .

0 9 12 15 18
j 24 27 30
0 1 2 (5)
0 1 2(J)

-30.
6
3

Total Targets Score 39

5.3

Multiply -x 2 x J3 35,100

LD Divide line KJ by 35.100 and multiply by 100 S -

F IGURE 9
AIR ROUTE WORK SHEET



Groundwater Route Score (S-w)

Surface Water Route Score (Ssw) 9.7Q
Air Route Score (S>)

2 2 2Sgw * SL + Sa

gw sw

V FIGURE 10
WORKSHEET FOR COMPUTING S M



Fsciirry r.zme:.

Location:.
7TEPA Region: _Js=_

Porson(s) in charge o» the

Da.e:
General description of the laciltty:
(For •xampJe: landfiS. surface impoundment. D?.e, container, types of hazardous substances; location of the
Jaeslrry: contamination roula of major concern; types o! intonr-ation needed lor ratine; agency aciion, etc.)

Scores: SM

RGURE1
HRS COVER SHEET



Ratin; Fac'.cr
"

3 Observed-Release
———————— - ——————

If observed release .is C
•tt observed release Is £

[2] Rou'.e Characteristics
Depth to Aquifer of

^ Concern .
Net Precipitation
Permeability of the

Ground Water Rc-j'.e \Vork Shee'.
I Assigned va'ue Multi-
| (Circle One) plier

© *5 1 .

Score

0

Max. Ref.
Score (Section)

<5 3.1

iven a score of <5, proceeS to line 0- ." j
iven a score of 0, proceed to line |2|.

0 1 2 © 2
0 Q2 3 1
0 1 2 0 1

Onsaturaie'd Zone
Physical State c 1 W 3

L2J Containment

Total Route Characteristics Score

0 1 2 © 1

3.2
4 6

/ 3
3 3

Z- 3 I

12.
?

15 p

3 3.3 I

-= ————————————— ' ——————— " 3 4 IB Waste Characteristics ^ o
I Toxicity/Persistence 0 3 6 91 15© f| «

. Hazardous Waste 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 (B) 1 £ 8
Quantity : •' I

I I___ T ___ ———— ,Total Waste Characteristics Score 2^> 2B -•

HrT ————— 5-s

\ m Tarcets - . 3 ? 9 • hGround Water Use 0 ^ 2 a A 40
Distance to Nearest \ $? 4 1! 20 ' '
See™d°pUUti0n I 2* 30 32 » <0 ' '

0 '•'• Sine Q is *5. rn
I li line Q] is 0. mu

(2 Divide line \j] by

Total Targets Score
_JuJ ——— ————————————— —— "
ultipiy Q x Q x QQ
Itiply ff] x GQ x B x 00
57.220 znd multiply by 100 • Sgw

3
&c£- ——' 57,230 ' »

" 1.61
F IGURE 2

GROUND WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET



Surface Water Route Work Sheet

If observed release-is given a value of 45, proceed to line ]T]
If observed release is given a value ol 0, proceed to line \2\.

Route Characteristics
Facility Slope and Intervening /5) 1 2 3
Terrain • ^^Terrain

1-yr 24-hr. RainfallDistance to Nearest Surface
Water
Physical State

Containment

Waste Characteristics
Toxicity/Persistence
Hazardous Waste
Quantity

0 1 £D 3
Total Route Characteristics Score

0 1 Q V

- 0 3 6 9 '.2 15©
0 1 . 2 3 4 5 6 7 ®

Max.

0

Re1.

4.1

4.2

Total Waste Characteristics Score

Targets
Surface Water Use
Distance to a SensitiveEnvironment
Population Served /Distanc
to Water IntakeDownstream

6 8
IB 2032 35

10

Total Targets Score

H line 45. multiply

26

55

&4.250 1

[Tj by 64,250 and multiply by 100

F IGURE 7
SURFACE V/ATER ROUTE V/ORK SHEET

4.5



Air Route Work Sheet

Rating Factor Assigned Value
(Circle One)

Muiti-
plier Score «'-ax.Sco.'e

Re(.
(Section)

til Observed Release 1 H5 5.1
Date and Location: &M&//J&

,Samplins Protocol: fi/J
__If line \2\ is 0, the Sa - 0. enter on line [5j .

If line i is ^5. then proceed to tine \2$ .

Ill Waste Characteristics
Reactivity and
Incompatibility

Toxicity
Hazardous Waste
Quantity

1 2 3

C 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 . 1

5.2

Total V.'aste Characteristics Score 20

D Tarcets
Population Vfllhin
4-Mile Radius
Distance to Sensitive
Environment

UndUse

0 9 12 15 18
24 27 30

0 1 2

2

1
2
1

2l
fc

Total Targets Score

6
3

39

5-3

mL1J Multiply ED x [2J 25.1CO

H3 Divide line 0 by 35. 100 zni rr.-j:ti?!y cy 100 S a- £5.38

F IGURE 9
AIR ROUTE WORK SHEET



Gfoundwater Rojie Score (Sgw) Y.fi?
Surface Water Route Sccre (Ssw) 1.7* o 7
AirRoule Score {Sa )

CL.lZ
SM- . 31

FIGURE 10
V/ORKSHEET FOR COMPUTING SM



Fire and Explosion Work Sheet

Rating Facv./

Ill Containment-

Assigned Value :/uiti- Max. Ref.
(Circle One) plier Score (Section)

1 . 3 1 3 7.1

LU Waste Characteristics . •' 7.2
Direct Evidence
IgnitabHity
Reactivity
Incompatibility
Hazardous Waste •
..Quantity

LU Targets
Distance to Nearest
Population

0 3 1 3
0 1 2 3 " 1 3 •
0 1 2 3 1 3
0 1 2 3 1 3
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 8

Total Waste Characteristics Score 20

7.30 1 2 3 4 5 1 5
Distance t o Nearest 0 1 2 3 1 3
Building

Distance t o Sensitive 0 1 2 3 • . 1 3 "
Environment

Land Use •
Population Within
2-Mile Radius
Buildings Within
2-Mile Radius

^ Multiply 0 x QQ

0 1 2 3 1 3
0 1 2 3 4 5 1 5

»

0 1 2 3 4 5 1 5

'

Total Targets Score 24

X [3] 1,440

d] Divide lir.e Q by 1,*-0 and multiply by 100. . S f g -

F IGURE 1 1
FIRE AND EXPLOSION WORK SHEET



Cirec: Comae: Wcrk Sheet

Rating Facie'
signed Value

(Circle One)

Observed Incident <5

If line [Jj is <!£. proceed to line [fj
II «ne [7] is °« Proceed \o line [2]

il Waste Characteristics
Toxicity

•Targets
Population Within a
1-Mile Radius

Distance ta a
Critical Habitat

Sccre Max.
Score

Ret.
(Section)

8.1

1
1

: 3
/r

5 /*•

4
i.

3

15

15

8.2

8.3

' 8 . 4
8.5

12. 20
0 12

Total Targets Score

6l tf line is <5. multiply |TJ x 0 x |5
If line (Tl is 0. multiply 2 x

ZJ Divide line fsl by 21 .600 and multiply by 100

F IGURE 12
DIRECT CONTACT WORK SHEET
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DOCVMZNTAIION .\ECGRDS
FOR

HAZARD RANGING SYSTIM

INSTRUCTIONS: As briefly as possible siscarize the information you used
to assign the score for each factor ( e . g . , "Vaste quantity « £ ,230 druas
plus 500 cubic yarc's of s ludges") . Tr.e source of ir.forsac ion should be
provided for each er.cry and should be a bibliographic-rype reference.
Include che location of :he docuaenc.

FACILITY 2JA

LOCATION:

DATE SCORED:-

• • • • i~L v , - '\A] \X-W ̂xtL îv^w ^ X\\ \V\fe\ $"'
\y

RISC : ' rx(Lvvvo»-^ \ \l Q \
\ "^ " *-' \

PRIMARY SOURCE(£) OF INFORMATION ( e . g . , E?A region, s ta t e , FIT, e r e . )

FACTORS N'07 'SCO.-ZL DUZ '0 INSUFFICII"! INFORMATION:

CO><ME"TS OS QUALIFICATIONS:



DOCUMENTATION RECORDS
FOR

HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM

INSTRUCTIONS: The purpose of these records is to provide a convenient
way to prepare an auditable record of the data and documentat ion used to
apply the Hazard Ranking System to a given faci l ity. As briefly as pos-
s ible su=arise the information you used to ass ign the score for each
factor ( e . g . , "Waste quantity » 4 , 2 3 0 drums plus 800 cubic yards of
s ludges") . The source of information should be provided for each entry
and should be a bibliographic-type reference that will make the document
used for a given data point easier to find. Include the location of the
document and cons ider appending a copy of the relevant page(s) for ease
in review.

FACILITY NAME: TTOMK> S ~ VA/\Ni\J \ Ll€____________________

LOCATION: \NJ (\l}'c:££AJ^ "3TUV-1 N^QI S ( 6 ') 7- ^6-C. \ O 0.45^ T>



GROUND WATER ROUTE

1 OBSERVED RELEASE • :" .

Contaninants detec ted (5 naxireara): .-v«.

NO

Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the faci l i ty:

.* * *

2 ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS
Depth to Acuifer of Concern
Name/descr ipt ion of aqu ifers (s ) of concern :

( C-SO r=es.- Vo

(=eoH ̂ TO
Deoth ( s ) from the ground surface to the hi'ghest seasonal . level of the
saturated zone [water tab l e ( s ) ] of the aquifer of concern:

Depth frca the ground surface to the lovest point of vastc disposal/



Net Pre c i p i t a t i o n •

Mean annual or s ea sona l prec ip i cac ion ( l i s c nonchs for s ea sona l ) :

Mean annual lake or seasonal evaporat ion ( l ist months for seasona l ) :

NeC prec ip i tat ion ( subtract the above figures) :

Peraeabil icy of ur.saturated Zone

Soil cype in un sacuraced zone:

\sivl\CH ^

rC. <5€.O<-Oe, IC^L- ^CCi\iCSiy TO
Permeab i l i ty assoc iated with soil type: NSjC-rvsC>eo^ "C^CTG.̂  "2. \ -2.̂ , j -7 cj ^

Physical Sta t e

Phys ica l s ta t e of subs tance s at cine of disposal (or at present time for
gene ra t ed g a s e s ) :



3 CONTAINMENT - . ,
^Conta i naenc ; : _ • . V / 5

Metho d ( s ) of was t e or leschate conta inraest eva luated :

Method with highest score:
OP

ACS. v-£Ui. AS COKSSCXJ c^Krejc>

4 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS
Tcxic ity and Pers i s tence
Co-.?ound(s) evaluated:

Compound with highest score:

Hazardous Waste Quantity

Total quantity of hazardous substances at the facility, excluding those
with a containment score of 0 (Give a reasonable est imate even if
quantity is above naximum):

3as i s of est imating and/or computing waste quantity:

* * *



Xethod ( s ) of vaste ;r leach^te cor.toinaent eva luated:-f/u -J'tx CM a. TA>*/?a /;'i u ^atJ^t //u. ̂ -v^ jca-y
Mary ' /> * </ ! * .

OCfr^J^
Method with hi-.-. = s: s c o r e :

- 3
* i

^ WASTE CHARACTERISTICS
Toxicity and Pers i s tence
Cocrcund(s) evaluated:

c ; r?
" 0

Compound with highesc soc re :
' * ' CL* fur

Hazardous Was c e Cuar.c i ty

Toca l cuant icy of hazardous subs tance s a: the faci l ity, excluding those
with a containment score of 0 (Give a reasonable e s t imate even if
quant i ty is above =axi^u=) :

to lc&oti( r*. (jlsrJ-^tt Qjt-f-Jkirir. . & is
jlsccJUt(<L} MA-fu-^ Ait^S. uxu^X 2£^> +h alctu P^i- ft

Bas i s of e s t imat i ng and/or comput ing u-aste quant i ty :

-\0



5 TARGETS

Ground V?a : e r Use

Us <? ( s ) of j?u i . f e r ( s ) of concern within a 3-ni le radius of the faci l ity:

Dis tance to Nearest Veil :

Location of nearest well drawing from aquifer of concern or occupied
building not served, by a. public water supply:

Ct-fc.TTG.tL.
Distance to above well or building:

Populat ion Served by Ground Vater Wel l s Vit'nin a '3-H i l e Rod iu s

Identif ied water-supply wel l (s ) craving froa acu i fer ( s ) of concern
within a 3-mile radius and populations served by each:

cat ion of land area irrigated by supply ue l l ( s ) drawing from
aquifer(s ) of concern within a 3-raile rscius, and convers ion co
population ( 1 . 5 people per acre):

Total populat ion served by ground water uichin a 3-rsile r ad i u s :



SURFACE WATER ROUTE

1 OBSERVED RELEASE . . '

Cont ".insnts d e t e c t e d in sur face water at the fac i l i ty or downhil l free
i t (5 naximum): • - • • . •

• , « -v • - v c -,-Rationale for attr ibut ing the contaminants to the faci l ity:

* * *

2 ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS
Fac i l i ty Slope and .Intervening Terrain

Average slope of faci l ity in percen t :
LtLl FeCM To<=0~

.Ne-Tie/descr ipc ion of nearest cownslope surface vater

Average slope of terrain bef-een faci l i ty and above-c ited surface water
body in percent :

rJC. - F"'"7" A.OD
eccxceu

I s the fac i i i c y l o c s t ed e i ther tota l ly cr part ia l ly in s u r f a c e wa t e r?

7-svj G-csxoeq i ejo-o-. ft. o ,NS s^e NJ- ̂ —^a C c= IT~) ̂



Is the faci l icy conplecely surrounded by areas of higher e l evat ion?*

1-Year 24-Hour Rainfall 'in Inches'' • .

D i s t a n c e to Neares t Dovnslope Surface Water

Physical Sca t e of Vasta

o- -ru»s> PoeM P
* * *

3 CONTAINMENT

Containment "—————
Mechod(s) of waste or leachate containment evaluated

l, I 5

Method vith highest score :
TH:- -BOiVT U<° \s.

THE. AQJxrv /

^ce.
7

TS-K C.OSP.
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4 WASTE CHARACTZRISTICS

Toxicity and Pers istence

Ccnpound(s) evaluated •
A '

Cocpour.d with highest score:
OT= THIS v=

Hazardous Waste Quantity • ' ': •

Total quantity of hazardous substances at the facility, excluding those
with a containment score of 0 (Give a reasonable est imate even if. :.
quantity is above maximum): - - '

Basis of estinating and/or computing waste quantity:

. 0^= TV\\S I^OILK —

* * ->

5 TARGETS

Surface Water Use__^____——_^_____ ,
Use( s ) of surface water within 3 ailes covp.streas of :he hazardous
substance:



- VAST! CHARACTERISTICS

T j x c i - y ar.c ? ° r s i s t e r . c e
Conpoar.d( 5 )

Compound with h isr .est s c o r s : ,
~ l 3

0* jitA caUi * (e/i (Jo (P/H/t ^ (/^r '5
• " t JUVl Vi CtXX UL -= ^3

Hazardous Vas c e Quan t i c y
Total qiiancicy of hazardous substances at the faci . i i .cy, excluding those
with a conta inment score of 0 (Give a reasonable e s t imate even if
quantity is above rr.axiT.ura) :

&t

3asis of es t imat ing and/or conputir.g was t e quant i ty :

Q /

5 TARGETS

Surface Vater Use

U s e ( s ) of surface vater within 3 niles downstreain of the hazardous
substance :



Is there t ida l inf luence?
- NOT

Distance to a Sensit ive .Environment • - • _ • - • • • / • ' -

Distance to 5-scre (cininiura). coastal wetland, -if 2 miles or less:

Distance to 5-acre (miniaira) fresh-water wet land, if 1 mile or less
Ejoj

C TOPO
Distance tc crit ical habitat o£ an endangered spec ies or national
u-ildlife refuge, if 1 taile or less: ' • • • • • -

Populat ion Serve-d by Surface Water
Locat icn(s) of water-supply ir.take(s) within 3 aiiles (free-flowing
bodies) or 1 raile ( s tat i c water bodies) downstreaa of the hazardous
substance «nd population served by each intake:

E-O TO
0/^U ^



Colou ra t i o n of lar.d area irr igated by ' shove-c i t ed i r . c ake ( s ) ar.d
c onve r s i o n Co populat ion ( ! . 5 people pe r a c r e ) :

Tota l populat ion served:

N'sne/aescr ipc ion of nearest of above water bod ies :

Dis tance Co above-cited intakes, aeasured-in stress miles

C G\VifeCT HEPS32fi.Mfi*crr - -TOPS
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AIR ROUTE

1 OBSERVED RELEASE

Contaminants detected

Date and location of detect ion of contaminants

Methods used to detect the "contaminants: "

C

Rationale for attr ibut ing the contaminants to the site
r> .

* * *

2 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

Reactivity and Incompatibility
Most reactive compound:

Most incompatible pair of compounds:

M Q, \Tv^eOM P/VT \
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AIR ROUTE

I OBSERVED RELEASE
Contaminant s d e t e c t ed :

Da c e ar.d locat ion of detec t ion of contaainar.;s

52,

Methods used to detect the contaair.ants:

Rat i ona l e for st tr ibuc i r .g the contaminants to :he s i ' e :

- . ( U
r''^£i\^n'^,^-^(J~tr.. (j- f a .• f> ;

 :-- r "3 j. ! A
^t_ffr H<-Cu,^'i't^ -.Py'nl-t. rl£.e.lri\ p'/v.'5

^J OJy.a-f>fi4rj,*.{L ki'r^

•• vvi. C<.\) JLv- • — '

AST- CHARACTERISTICS

?.sa:t ivity ar.c Ir.ccr.rat ibilit
Mcst r 2 act ive compound:

Most incoaoa: ible ;air of coraoounds:

. 9 jV .^.", . , / i - - - • * • ^ i-^-C
:-jJ.v^-T'ill- • ^ '

i i



- ? . . ; n P /ff</-j <- J&jazfl-Lc*
r j

; .« /Ly i-.Tf •,-,"-., . . < <>. i«A/j/ • ;'-• l-./jj.
*-*** •//>* < ^ ^/?lAf tJi/?

I

f r i . l f J . frcefvr!* * l»i_ p. hP- ^ ,
.foii rrv.g ^t A.

T-o ?i/.rot s^ ffr ot/ l/rKA-n i-f/g r?i/.rots^ t r LTTC ~ t . . j <T<. ... n /'. _.. n

[ /

J '.i-. /. .J j > r j? f. rt ^s fej

fLT~( .qf^r/.rT^-.^ i t * , . ! » r ^ ! j u \~.-s
-;- ^ ' '

V y ^ ? J > ~fc? up (v, ' .u(-^ ' ;

-rf-.j v>. ••r-c-ik *r r-.

•^ • * <<L.v^i-. •. • .-.-^ r,U, ———— fc. ,_ ————— ————

f - l . i - |6/^ . < .

_
i

4/7*! 21^
/ '

«

CXc/tf«. * r T.-^-Jrtr-^^T .
^

y



Taxic i cy

Xo s ; t cx i c ccr-.pound: -

Hazardous Was t e Quan t i t y • _ - . . .
C?Total cusntitv of hazardous waste : ~

Basis of est imating and/or cocpucing was te quantity

3 TARGETS

Foculaciop. Within 4-Mile Radius . . .

Circle radius us*d, give population, and indicate how decerraLned:
to 4 ni\ 0 to 1 ai 0 to " 1/2 mi 0 to 1/4 rai4 n i\

• • «. •D i s^ar . c e ro a Sens i t ive Environment

D i s c a n c e to 5-scre (— .inimua) coasta l wet l and , if 2 ailes or l e s s :

Di s t i r . c a co 5-a c r s (air.iztun) fresh-va:er -- e e l and , if 1 m i l e or les



Toxic ity

Most tcx ic c2-?ound :
V-rie\.WjL 0-oVitoTtKO ^y. £jL»U. I "3 V"- c

CU A HH5 O^rs

Hazardous Va s t a Ouant i
Tota l quantit of hazarccus waste

Basis of est imat ing and/or computing waste quantity

OjU

* * *

3 TARGETS
Population with in ^-Mile Radius
.Circ l e radius used, give population, and indicate how determined:
0 to '- oi 0 to 1 si 0 to 1/2 mi 0 to 1/4 r=i

D i s tance to a Sens i t ive E.-.vironrnant
Di s tance to 5-acre (minimum) coas ta l wet land , if 2 aiies or less :

D i s t a n c s to 3- a c r e (air.ir.unO fr^ sh-vaze r we t l and , if 1 T.i le or le-



D i s -3 n c e to c r i t i c a l hab i c a c of ar. endongsred s p e c i e s , if 1 -n i le
l e s s : or

Land Use

Di s t a n c e Co commerc ia l/ indus tr ia l area , if 1 n:ile or less

Distance Co nacional or s ta te park, forest , or wildl ife reserve i'f 2 • •'•• • • " ' '"rai les or less:

) ̂ T

fS/XP— OJA.Uce.CiA.rsJ

Di s t a n c e to res ident ia l area, if 2 mi les or les

( MH - M-x

(TOfO

Dis tan c e Co agricultural land in production within pa s t 5 years , if 1
rail e o r less: ' - . - . .

Discar .ee to priae agr icu ltural land in product ion w- i ch i a 'pe s : 5 vears i*
2 =iles or less : ; ' " '

Is a h i s tor i c or landmark s i te (Nac iona l Reg i s t e r or H i s t o r i c P la c e s and
Nac ior .a i Natura l Landmarks ) wich in the view of the s i t e?

13
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION V •

DATE: " 2 ̂
SUSJECT: Ca l cu l a t i on of Waste Volume for Manv i l l e Si te , Waukegan , I l l inois

M: J.'orman 'Jiedergang'Environmental Engineer
TO: Fi le

Three alternative techniques have been used to calculate the waste
quantity at the above subject, s i te:

Ir Landfil l capacity (per the facility Part A RCRA PermitAppl icat ion)
=600 ac: ft. = 96,800 cu. yd.

This would score an 8 by the MRS.
2. Haste generation volume (per the facility Part A RCRA PermitAppl icat ion)

= 5 tons/yr. X 60 yrs. = 300 tons
This would score a 5 by the MRS.

3. Wastepi le volume using physical description which includesa 50 ft. height with 2:1 sideslopes:
• = 19390 cu. yd. . • , -

This would score an 8 by the MRS.

Based en the above, I have ass igned a score of 8 for the waste quant ity.


